claim that there is a linear relationship between the level of prosocial language and the level of public disapproval of US Congress. A re-analysis demonstrates that this
relationship is the result of a misspecified model that does not account for first-order autocorrelated disturbances. A Stata script to reproduce all presented results is available as an appendix. Frimer et al. (2015) claim that there is a linear relationship between the level of public disapproval of US Congress (disapproval) and the level of prosocial language within each month of Congress (prosocial-language). To this end, they fit a simple time-series regression that can be written as (Becketti 2013:172 ): = 0 + 1 1 + where y t represents the level of disapproval in t and x 1t is the level of prosocial-language, β 0 is the regression constant and β 1 is the regression coefficient, ε t is the error term. On that basis, (2015) argue that there is a correlation between disapproval and prosocial-language (r = 0.55, p < 0.001). However, OLS analysis assumes that there is no autocorrelation between the residuals ( ( , ) = 0 for all ≠ ). In this context, first-order autocorrelation ε t can be written as:
where η t is a white-noise process. In the presence of first-order autocorrelation, the OLS estimators are biased and lead to incorrect statistical inferences (Granger & Newbold 1974) .
Using the data made available by Frimer et al. (2015) , Fig An augmented Dickey-Fuller test (Becketti 2013:380-384) implies that both series are nonstationary (p = 0.87 for disapproval and p = 0.34 for prosocial-language; both with 12 lags for monthly data). Regressing one non-stationary series on another non-stationary series leads to a spurious model (Granger & Newbold 1974) . To obtain (weakly) stationary series, one can take first differences of the two series and compare month-to-month changes instead of the levels, using the following notation: This re-analysis casts doubt on the results of Frimer et al. (2015) . 
